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~AT&T
Leonard J. Call Suite 1000
Vice President — Law 1120 2O~”Street, NW

& Director of Federal Government Affairs Washington DC 20036
202-457-2120
FAX 202-457-3205

February3, 2003

Via ElectronicFiling
Ms. MarleneH. Dortch
Secretary
FederalCommunicationsConimissión
~ l2~Street,SW, RoomTWB-204
Washington,DC 20554

Re: In theMatterofReviewof Section251 UnbundlingObligationsofIncumbent
Local ExchangeCarriersandImplementationoftheLocal CompetitionProvisionsin the
Local TelecommunicationsAct of.1996; CC DocketNos. 01-338,96-98,98-147

In theMatterofAppropriateFrameworkfor BroadbandAccessto theInternetOver
WirelineFacilities, CC Docket.Nos. 02-33,.95-20, 98-10

DearMs. Dortch:

OnFriday,January3~1andagainyesterday,in conversationswith Jordan
Goldstein,SeniorLegalAdvisorto CommissionerMichael J. Copps,I discussedmatters
relatedto thereferencedproceedings.In particular,I en~phasizedthattherecordin the
TriennialReviewproceedingdemonstratescontinuingoperationaland economic
impairmentsto competitionin residentialandsmallbusit~iessmarkets,particularyrelating
to thedeploymentofcompetitive,switcl~es,andthat loopaccessandprovisioning
difficulties alongwith ioop, collocation, transport,and relatedcostscontinueto preclude
thedeploymentof competitiveswitchesf~rservingresidentialandsmallbusinessmarkets
throughoutthe country. I explainedthatthepresenceofCLEC switchesin somemarkets,
generallydeployedto servelargebusinesscustomersorotherwisebeingunderutilized,

L



-2-

providesno indicationthatbarriersto competitionfor residentialandsmall business
customershavelessened.I alsoemphasizedtheimportanceofpreservingCLECaccessto
ILEC loop facilities,for.the provision“of competitivevoiceanddataservices,andidentified
operationalandcostbarriers.tocompetitionthatwould resultif CLECswererelegatedto
copperfacilities asILECs introduceadditionalfiber into existing loopplant. I noted,in
particular,that wereCLECsrelegatedto copperfacilities asILECs introducenewfiber
into existingplant,~itwould’imp’ede’.theprovisionofcompetitivebroadbandandvoice
servicesby introducingtheneedfor unworkablemanualprovisioningprocessesin both
remoteterminalsandcentraLoffices.for movingfacilities from fiber to copperfeederplant.
I alsoexplainedthat evenif theCommissionwereto credittheBells’ premisethat
unbundlingobligationsdestroytheir.incentivesto makenewandparticularlyrisky
investments,that argumentcould,not supportproposalsto denyrequestingcarriersaccess
to “broadband”capabilitiesthat currentlyexistorarereadily achievablein theBell
networks. My commentswereconsistentwith AT&T’s writtensubmissionsin the
referenceproceedings.

Oneelectroniccopyof thisNoticeis being submittedfor thereferenced
proceedingsin accordancewith’the~qmpiission’s rules.

Sincerely,
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cc: J. Goldstein ,, . ,
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